the quite concrete tasks of producing the things we
need.1 And it is incidentally the means by which we
can make the appeal that will arouse a new enthu-
siasm throughout our whole endeavour. But it does not
produce anything by magic. ^

This meant that it was impossible for Russia to
''produce55 a standard of living for her 150,000,000
people which would satisfy everybody. The problem
was made doubly insoluble when international de-
velopments from 1931 onwards forced upon her the
task of building up a vast army out of a country which
had possessed only fourteen years earlier no more
engineering capacity than India. There is ample
evidence that in the whole of their home propaganda
the Russians did their very utmost to deny the funda-
mental tenet of the Marxian Interpretation of History
by appealing to a positive motive of Community over
the head of the ecpnomic motive which was the only
one their philosophy could admit. But the problem was
too hard for them. Sheer physical want was so acute
that men were bound to push and struggle for those
positions in the economic machine which would give
them just a little more to eat, just a little more to wear,
and just a little more house-room.

When this once started there was no way to cope
with it except either to go back to individual enterprise

1 Take jDne obvious example. That we have not now mass-
produced pre-fabricated kitchen units is entirely due to the fact
that the nation's colossal re-housing programme in the last twenty
years was put through by scores and hundreds of different little
units. The fact that some of these were private and some municipal
is irrelevant. If the programme had been undertaken by Common
Ownership,, however "inefficient" the work on each particular
building site, it is quite certain that by now we would have had
the pre-fabricated kitchen,
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